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« UNPRACTICAL. DISSENSIONS.”

The Boston Duily Advertiser, in commenting on
oertain dissensions which have arisen among the
loyal supporters of the Government in Maryland.
and after expressivg the opinion that these dissen-
sions, notwithstandiog the heat that bas been en
genderod by the friotion of adverse organizations,
rclate to differenoes which are more theoretical than
practioal, proceeds to remark as follows:

*This singula: ly unpractieal quarrel, over a matter which
in fis~t ceasing to be wortb quarrelling about, ia not uolike
39 greater disputes which divide maoy true friends of the
[Tnion. The controversy still goes «n as to the legal
grounds of emancipation, the effect of the proclamation
and its nuthority. Mennwhile, however, slavery itself is

vishing by no slow prucess. The proclamation ia & dead
stter aud scocmplishes the freedom of no slave—says one;
bat mean tims, by the att:ition of war, the syatem sgainst
which the rmlamatiuu is direMed is crumbling away.
The right of the in-uigent Btuten to maiotain slavery after
the return of peace is u theme of constaut discussion with
apother; and yet, as sffairs now go, there will soon be no
slaven to be kept in slavery. ‘While we sleep the grass
grows.” While tbe | yal are discussing such points—one
would eay out of pure love of ubsiractions—the great ques-
tion of the time is seitling itsclf, The inevitable ma:ch o
events is aking away Irom among us the subject of our
chief controversier, nnd diepoeing of the vast problem, ut
which human power stumbles and falls, in such form as
suits the great desigos of an sll-wise Providence.”

There is a great deal of truth and philosophy idf
this view, and if all the professed iriends of the
Government in the present crisis were as disereet
and moderate as the Advertiser, we presume there
would be little occasion for fruitless dissensions
about ‘ uppracticul questions” relating to ““ the
proclamation of freedom”” or * the legal grounds
of emancipation.” So entire’y do we share thia
opinion that some months ago—it was on the 18th
of last March—we referrcd to this difficult and
vexatious topic of controversy in the following
terms:

“ It distinetly appears that whatever injury the institu-
tion of stavery shall reecive in the war, it will be an in-
jury resulting from the actual havoe of military opera-
tione or from the shock of arms disturbing for a time the
socml srrongrwcnts of every eommunity whoss soil is
miude the thosirs of conflict. And since anti:slavery or-
wane like the New York Tribune have come to adupt the
v ewa oousetectly entertained on this topie by conserva-
tive Joutna | s, L becomes n question with the latter

elly witl the former wheiber the so-eallkid * procinma-

‘ol freedvin’ esan sny longer be said to present a point

of difference or of controversy between those wilo slike
rofess to uphold the Government o the present crisis.

n fact, the ‘proclumation’ bas not been found to be sny
thing more than o dead letter. and as wuch it his bosen
buried cut of aght by the actuslities of the vivid struggl-
in which the eountry is‘eogaged. If, in the estimation of
those who were the original friends of the ‘new g):licy.'
the country derives from it no aid in prosecuting the war,

—

The reader of the eloquent speech delivered by
Postmaster General Blair, at the meeting held at
Rockville on the 81st ultimo, will remember that
3 large portion of it was directed to the ocon-
‘demnation of an article which appeared in the
Iast number of the Atlantio Monthly. He signal-
ized the puper as having struck “ the key-note of
revolution’”—that is, the ¢ sheer abolition of State
Constitutions in the regicn suffering under the
rod of rebellion ”

Mr. Blair held that “ the asticle in the Atlantic
Monthly may justly be quoted se the programme
of the movement. It presents,” he adds, ‘the
issue on which the Abolition party has resolved to
rest its hopes of setting up its domination in this
country,” and to this ¢ programme’ he placed in
opposition ¢ that which is preseuted by President
Lineoln.”

It is known to our readers that the article which
is thus arraigned by s member of the President’s
Cabinet proceeds from Mr. SBumner, the distin-
guished Senator from Massachusetts. Mr. Blair

the Senator and the President on this point,and
that the former hus direotly arrayed himaself against
the latter on a queation of fundamental policy in
the conduet of the war.

That there is a dircot antagonism between the
programme of Mr. Bumner and that of the
President will be denied by none. Indeed, Mr.
Sumner opens his article with a strong protest
against the policy hitherto pursued by the Presi-

f| dent in the civil management of the districts re-

claimed from the power of the insurgents. He
arraigns that policy in the following terms:

“ Four Military Governors bave been already appointed :
one lor Teonersee, ove for South Carolina, vne tor North
Carolioa, and the other fur Louimana. o far as is knowo,
the appointment of each was by a simdpla letter from the
Secretary of War. But if this can be done in four States,
where is the limit?7 1t may be done in every rebel Btate,
and it not 10 every other Btate in the Uniwn, it will be
simply becuuse the existence of a valid State Government
exc'uded the exercise of this extraordinary power, But
assuming that, as our armies prevail, it will be done in
every rebel State, we shu!l then have elewen Military Gov
ernurs, all deriviog their suthority from one coures, rulin
& pupulst.on nmounting to upwards of nine millivns. An
t'h{:Tmperl!ofill dominion, indefinite in extent, will also
be iudefinite in duration; for if, ueder the Coustitution
and laws, it be proper to eonstitute such Guvernors, it is
clear that they may be condinued. without regard to time—
for years, if you pleass, as well as for weeks—and the
whole region which they are called to sway will be a mili-
tary empire, with all the powers, executive, leginlative,
-nI even judieinl, derived from one msn in Wasbington.
Talk of the * yne man power,' Here it is with & veog-ance,
Talk of military rule. Here it is, in the name of & Repub-
lie. The bare statement of this ease may put us on our
guard. We may well hesitate to organize a single State
under a military government, when we see where auch a
step will lead. If you approve one you must appiove all,
and the Nnt ool Guvernwent may erystallize into a mili-
tary despotism.”

It will be seen that, like every man having strong
convioctious of duty and independent views of pub-
lio policy, Mr. Sumner does not construe it to be
his function to accept in all things the initiative

of the Executive. He rejects, and properly re-

jects, the slavi<h dogma that an American citizen

let not.its epponents seck to endow it with an imaginary | iq 4 time of war, anymore than in & time of peace,

vitality merely for the sake of embarrassing the Govern-
ment. A ‘war measure’ which has proved so inopera-
tive and void needs only to be combatted on the ground of
1he theoretiosl principles which it impugne, for it ereates
po irsue outside of politienl nod conatitutionsl polemics.”

- But when it is attempted to convert the “ pr -
elamation of freedom” from a means ioto an end,
and when politieal theorists like Mr. Whiting
would endow it with vitality only for the pur
pose of waging in its name a war aguinst the Con-
stitution and the Union, it is evident that those
who were ready with us to pretermit the discussion
of an ““uppractical topic” osn no longer ignore
the new and very practical issues which it is
sought to spring upon the country under the cover
of this proclsmation. For these new issucs, if
once engrafted on the policy of the war, would
tend to accumulate insuperable obstacles in the
way of restoring the Union, as their very sugges-
tion has already done immense damage to the na-
tional cause, by endowing the insurgents with fresh
arguments for “firing the Southern heart” and
new motives for persisting in the confliot, since,
at the wortt, they can be no more than subjugated—
s prospeet which is the best that the revolutionary
thcory has to cffer to the cmtire people of the
South, without regard to their personal or indi-
vidual opiniors in the past or their engagements
for the future.

The Montgomery (Ala.) Advertiser, in publish-
ing, as it did, the whole of Mr. Solicitor W hiting's
letter upon the “ conditions of re-unionm,” accom-
panied it with the following suggestion :

“If there is a man in the Confederney in favor of the
reconsbinet on of the Union, lot him read this letter nnd
soe bin doom. Hiate lines ars to be obliternted, State-
rights ignore d, public sod private property and interest
swept away, the wen of the Roath, rich and poor, with
their wives and little ones, are to be mede the servant of
worvaots.” '

Now, we hold that any theory of action which

thus puts arguments into the mouths of Southern

- disunicnists and places weapons in their hands, is

a theory which becomes terribly practic.l, and

which the friends of the Union are called by every

-gonsideration of duty to deplore, and, deploring, to
resist by all meaos in their power,

THE CONNECTICUT TOWN ELECTIONS.

The Hartford Times rays: * Fo far as we have received
returne, the Democrats have done well in the towa elec-
tions, better than in any fall for the past eight years.
The Times, in ite insue of Wedoeaduy, states the results1n
ninety-threo towns, of which fifty have gone Demoeratic
and forty-three Republiosn. The New Haven Palladiam
olaims fifiy-five tawns for the Republicans out of one huu-
dred towns hemid from

THE VINTAGE IN FRANCE.

From the Paris Constitutionnel we learn that the vin-
tage in Franee, “now vearly over in the south, proceeding
briskly in the eeniral depariments, and sbout shortly to
commeoe in the envirous of Paris,”” promises to be a good
aversge as regards quantity, and superior in quslity to

that of last year. Befors 1848 ,W in
T YT Yy
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is bound to support “the Administration in all
its measures and in all its departments,’” and he
gives proof of the faith that is in him by impeach-
ing an important part of the political and military
conduct of the President.

We do not arraign him for thus opposing the
Administration in a matter where he dissents, and
we are sure honestly dissents, from the course of
the President. It is his right as a citizen of the
United States to canvass all the measures of the
Président, and to bring them, as he does in this
article, to the test of ‘“ reason and expediency,” as
he understands them. And his right under this
head is neither more nor less than that of every
other Amerioan freeman, however inferior the great
mass of the President’'s countrymen may be to
Mr. Sumner in the learning which they bring to
the investigation of such questions.

Bat, as on this question we sustain the poliey of
the President against the attacks of Mr. Sumner,
we propose in & few words to give some of the
reasons why we feel it our duty to do so.

The substance of the theory he advooates is stated
by Mr. Sumner in the following terms :

“ Tt is enough, that, for the time b-ing, and in the ab
sence of & loysl Government, they [the * Hebel Statea']
oan take no part and perform no fuuetion in the Union, o
that they eannot be recognised by the National Govern.
ment. The reason is plain. There are in these States no
loeal functionaries bound by constitutional eaths, so that,
iu fuct, there are no coostitutional functionaries ; and since
the Siste Government is pecossarily composed of such
funetionsries, thers can be no Biate Jourl-lll_t. Thuns,
for instance, in Bouth Carolina, Piokeas snd' his associates
may call themsrlves the Governor and Legisinture, and in
Virginin, Letcher and his nssociates may oall themselves
Guvernor snd Legislature ; but we eannot nise th m
ne suoh.  Therefore, to all pretensions in of Btate
Governments in the rebel States, I nppose the sirple fet
that for the time being no such Governments exint, The
broad spaces ones oocupied by those Governments ate
deprived of al tooal government, m;.,—'- g e
" the e
sive jurindiotion of Congress, precisely ns any othor terri
tory ; or, in other words, the lifting of the local govern
m-nta the whole sast without any other
goveroment -than Congress, unleas the President +hould
underteka 1o govern it by military power. Blartiiog as
thia proposilion may seem, espeeially to »ll who believe
that * there is & divimty that bedge” a Btate, hardly
leaa than a king, it will appear, «n oareful consideration
be as well founded in the Conslitution ss it is simple and
natural, while it affords an easy and constitutional solution
to our present embarrassments,

Now, we conceive that all that Mr. Sumner says
about * Btate Governments”’ in the insurgent dis-
tricts may be adwitted without involving the con-
clusion whioh he reaches as to the States thems
solves. Whoever assails the Union Is n trai-
tor personally and individually, sod when the an-
thorities of & State Government take up arms
afininat the Union it is not neﬂ-‘ﬁ;'ﬂy the State
which is in rebellion, but a body of treasonable in-
dividuals, whose ot 'does not destroy the righta or
alter the position’ or snnal the existence of the
Btate. This latter still remaids, in contemplation
of constitutional law, a member of the pelitioal

Fﬂuﬂﬂo‘thnlhiﬂ. y " «u
It is that the difforence which tolhai
m:g:::ﬂoflhlwmﬂ_'biﬁ:
q-do-qpﬁmﬁonlnmld.lhﬂ rhich
i either the onuse or (he ffect of » sosfusion of

represents that there is a grave dissidence betwecn | P

terms. It is mot denied that, in the eye of the

orded States, as at present administered by men
sworn to support & Constitution alien to the Consti-
tution of the United States, have ceased to oxist
de facto. The functionaries of these Gavernmnents
are civilly dead, but for all this the Stute is not
desd. If a worse than Oriental plague should
aweep away all the officials of the State Government
of Delaware, it would not be pretended that ihe
State of Delaware had thereby become extinot,
though the catastrophe might involve the necessity
of resorting ab inteyra to the primary source of all
political power for the purpose of re-installing a
State Government, As was well said by the New
York Evening Pogt when the theory of Mr. Sum-
ner was first broached in the Senate of the United
States : :

A desfruction as sudden as that which fell upon the
bosts of Bennacherib might befall Governor Morgan, all
the State officers, and sll the members of the Legislature,
and yet the State of New York would contioue te be.
Oune-balf or nine-tenths of the people might be carried off
by 8 pestilence, and yet tha remsminder would eonstitute
the State of New York. Nay, a foreign conquest might
disperse the Government at Albany, and prevent the peo-
le from assembling in any mode for a considerable time,
and yet the State of New York would revive & soon ma
‘he conqueror withdrew. Nothing shurt of s perpetual
subjugation, or the entire merger of the l_pulilic:nl soeiety
in another, would destroy the existence of the Stute.”

There is but one way in which a State mey be
terminated ¢ under the Constitution,” aad that is
by the juint consent of Congress and the Legisla-
ture of the State or States concerned. Dalaware,
for instance, which is a State of the Union, might
merge itself into Pennsylvania, another State of
the Union, by act of Congress and of the two State
Legislatures, and there would be thereafter no
Btate of Delaware ; its existence as a State would
be terminated. We know of no other way ia
which a State can be constitutionally extinguished.
And here we might rest onr argument, For, if
this position be well taken, it leaves Mr. Bumner
no ground on which to base his theory. But let
ws look more particularly to what he calls the
““ sources of Congressional power” over the whole
insurgent district, for the organization of civil
goveroments within it on the ruins of the States

He finds the well-heads of this immense power in
¢ three fuuntains, generous and hospitable,” ex-
isting “in the Constitution ready for the ocea

!ion.’l

fountains,. are really empty wells; into whioh Mr.
Sumnper has thrown his polished bucket and drawn
nothiog up. Let us examine them.

He derives his first inference in favor of this
Congressional power from * the neoessity of the
oase.”” He says:

over every portion of the United States where there is no
other Government; and since in the present case thers is
no other Government, the whole region falls within the
Jjurisdietion of Cungress. This jurisdiotion is incident, if

ou e:leuo. to that guardisnship snd emnent domain
which bélong to the United Stabes with regard to all its
territory and Lhe penple thereof, and it comes nto activity
when the loenl government ceasen to exist It can be
questioned vnly in the name of the looal government ; but
einoe this government has disappeared in the rebel States
the jurisdiotion of Congress is uninterrupted there. The
whole broad rebel region is tabula rasa or *a clean slate,’
where Coungress, under the Constitution of the United
States, may write the laws.”

Now, with all respect to the distinguished
Senator, we submit that this proposition is a mere
petitio principii. It begs the very question in
dispute. This will be apparent from the authority
he cites in defence of his }rinciple, when he im-
mediately proceeds to say :

“ In adopting this priociple, I follow the authority of
the Fuprewe Court of the United States in detsrmining
the jurisdiction of Congress over the Territories. re
ure the words of Chief Jus'ies Murshall : .

“ ! Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belonging
to the United Btates, which bas not, by becoming a State,
acquired the means of seli-government, may result neces-
snrily from the fucts that 1t is not within the juriediction
of any paiticular State, and ia within the powrr snd juria-
dietion of the United Btates. The right to govern may be
the natural consc quence of the right to acqu.ré territory.’

Now, who does not perceive that this dootsine

of Chief Justice Marshall applies only to terrifory
belonying to the United States which has not be-
come a State? But the whole territory within

which the insurreotion now temporarily prevails

has been once partitioncd ioto States, snd the

question at issue is, whether these States have

ocased, in law or fact, to exist, because the State

Governments are, for the time being, suspended

and disturbed? 7The whole insurgent territory

lies “ within the jurisdiction of particular States,”

and is, therefore, excepted from the scope of this
judicial dictum, which, moreover, as Mr. Bumner
is aware, had reference when originally uttered by

Judge Marshall to the sivgle question then pend-
iag before the Supreme Court.

The second source of the power ascribed by Mr.

SBumner to Congress for the civil government of
the insurgent territory is fuund in the “rights of
wir.”” To this effect he says :

“They are the powers oonceded by eivilized society to
nations st war, known aa the rights of war, at ones multi-
tudinius and mipute, vast snd varions It would be
strarge il Congress could organize armies and navies to
eonquer, snd could not also organize governmenta to pro-
teot. Do Tocqueville, who saw our institutions with so
keen nn eye, remarked, that, sinoe, in spite of all political
fiotions, the preponderating' rwar resided in the State
Governments, and not in the National Gevernment, a civil
war hers ‘would be nothing but & foreign war in dis-
guise.' Of course the natural cunsequence would be to
give the National Government in sueh s eivil war all the
rights which it would have in & foreign war.”

To this position of Mr. Sumner we oppose the
cogent srgumentation of Judge Sprague, of the
United States Distriot Court sitting at Boston,
when called to treat this very qu stion, considered
a3 one growing out of the jurisdiction excreised by
the United States, jure belli, in cases arisiog
uoder admiralty law. Ia the case of the 4my
Warwick, Jadge Sprague said :
righisf  beigarent bt fer s ebtion s spprOS .

it widl have the af comgquest; that a State lﬂ‘,’-:
e

of & foreign country gives absolute and unlimited sove
reign righte.  But no nation eeer makes such a conquest of
If » hostile Power, evthor from without

and holds absolute do-
- and Lthe nation by
enomy, and sup-

;
i

Coustitution, the State Goveroments of the Se- | rived

We think it will not be difficult to show | siderations. - And we may be sure that Mr. Sum-
that these sources, instead of being exuberant|ner has made the most that can be made of them.

* Ex mecesgitate rei, Coogress must have juriadiction | .

pressoa hostilitien, it scquires no new title, but merely re-
guins the ion of which it had been temperarily deo-
. The nation acquires no new wovereigoty, but
merely Lo maintain its previous rights."
« This logic seems to us unanswerable, and it
dries up completely the fountain of power which
Mr. Bumnoer secks to find in the jus bells.

It is left to consider the only remaining foun-
tain. This he diseovers in that clause of the
Constitution whieh provides that ‘‘the United
States shall guaranty to every State in this Union
& republican form of government and shall pro-
teot each of them sgainst invasion.,”” But does
not Mr. Sumner perceive that this very clause ex-
cludes his whole theory by rendering it impossible?
How oan Congress guaranty to ““every State in
this Unien s republican form of goverament,”
when, according to Mr. SBumner’s views, certain
States have oeased to exist as States? This clause
of the Constitution, if nothing else were found in
that instrument, would be fatal to his dootrine. |
And let us listen to Mr. Madison’s exposition of
this clause in the 48d number of the Federalist.
He there says:

“Ii may possibly be asked what need there could be of
suth a precaution, and whether it may not become a pre-
text for alierations m the State Govermments without th:
concurrence of the States themselves. These questions nd-
wit of ready anawers. If the interposition of the General
Government should not be needed the provision for such
un event will be a barmless ruperfluity ouly in the Consti
tution. But who ean eay what ugorlmanh may be pro-
duced by the um of particular Btates, by the ambition
of enterprising leaders, or by the intrigues and ivfluence
of foreign Powere? To the second question it may be an-
swered that if the General Government should inte
by virtue of this popstitutional aughority it will be of course
bound to pursue the authority. But authority ext-nds
no farther than to a guaranty of a republican form of go
vernment, WHICH SUPPOSES A PRE-EXISTING GOVEKN-
MENT OF THE FORM WHICH IS TO BE GUARANTIED.”

Could any language be more explicit or mor
conclusive against the purpose for which Mr.
Sumner has cited this provision of the Constitution ?
The text and the comment are alike plain. And
yet it is of sources such as this and the two pre-
viously indicated that the distinguished Semator
says :

“In reviewing these three sources of power, I know
not which is most complete. Either would bs .ample
alove; but the three together are three times ample.
Thus, out of this triple fountain, or, If y u please, by this

triple cord, do I vindieate the power of Congress over the
vacated rebel States.”

We are very willing to let the decision of this
question turn on any one or all three of these con-

rpeas | g servility or an indifferentism which proves them

POLITICAL DUTY IN A TIME OF WAR.

It is common to hear it ssid in the political dis-
ocussions of the present time that it is the duty of
all true patriots to postpone discussions which im-
ply or raise a question as to the expediency or con-
stitutionality of any measure which may be adop'ed
by the Administration for the purpose of * putting
down the rebellion,”” We are told that every blow
struck at the measurcs of the Administration,
though desigoed, it may be, to effect only s change
of policy, really in its effect sffords practical aid
and comfort to the insurgents. There slould, be,
therafore, an uuhesitating and an unquestioning ac-
quicscence in the rightfulness and in the expedi-
enagy of any and every measure which may have,
or appear to have, the sanction of the Execcutive—
it being understood that this republican domes-
tication of the maxim tbat the President ean do no
wrong is only constructively and temporarily true,
being limited in point of fact by the consideration
that he may actually commit mistakes, but no ‘bod ¥
should say so, and being bounded in point of time
by the admission that this implied deference to the
initiative of eur rulers is to last only so long as the
insurrection lasts. When the war is at an end, the
nation, it is said, may again safely resume the habit
of political investigation and discussion.

We have never argucd sgainst this theory of
oivil duty. It does not rise to the height of any
thing like argument, for those who hold it betray

lacking in the first elements of political manhood.
Politieal mavhood consists in proving all things
and holdiug fast to that whioh is good—not giving
rise to vain janglings and contentions which min-
ister only to strife, but exercising that intelligent
and thoughtful and candid inquiry which becomes
all good citizens of a Republie, who, as sharers in
the common weal, cannot lawfully shirk the respon
sibility with which they are invested any more
than their rulers.

As those who aecept this doctrine of political
quietism in a time of storm and pressure are
men who will be more influenced by example than
by precept, we take the liberty of recalling for their
admonition the precedent set by President LancoLn
when, as a member of Congress during the war
with Mexico, he was called to sit in judgnient on
the acts of the Executive during a time of war.

In a speech delivered in the House of Represen.

If be has failed, as we conceive he has, to find in
any one, or in all three combined, the slightest
support for his theory, it has been from no want of
ingenuity on his-part, but because of the intrinsic
diffioulties of the theory itself, which does not admit
of successful defence, even in his skillful hands.

MARYLAND POLITICS.

As Maryland is the parent Stats from whose
side the Distriot of Columbia wag taken, we natu-
rally feel a more vivid and immediate interest in
her political sffairs than in those of any other
State, and therefore bestow upon them a larger
space in our columns. Accordingly the reader
will find in another part of to-day’s Iatelligencer a
copy of the address issued by the Hon. CHARLES
B. CaLvERT, sn able, independent, and efficient
member of the last House of Representatives, an-
nouncing himself to the voters of the Fifth Con-
gressioral Distriot of Maryland as a candidate for
re-election. Like all that proceeds from Mr. Cal-
vert, this letter will be found to bear the marks of
frankness and courage in the enunciation of his
opinions, and, if taken in connexion with the hon-
orable manner in which he discharged his repre-
sentative fuoctions during the last Congress, will
go far to establish his claim to the continued con-
fideoce of all in the distriot who wish to combine
in their Representative the quality of indepen-
dence with a firm and unswerving support of 'the
Government in all constitutional measures looking
t) the maintenance of the rightful authority of the
Goverament over the Insurgent States.

It is known that Mr. Calvert has two ccmpeti-
tors—one supported as the candidate of a so-called
¢ Union Convention” lately assembled at Bladens-
burg, acd the other being a nominee of the Demo-
eratic party. A respectful petition addressed by
the latter to the President of the United States
will be found elsewhere in to-day’s paper.

GENERAL McCLELLAN.

A lotter from the army of the Potomse saye that for
some days au address bas been widely eireulsted through
the army, soliciting a ten ceut subscription for A" memorial

of esterm lo be presented to Mej. Gen. McClellan. Par-
ties who subseribed bad their money returned to them
yestorday, and were informed that the design had been
sbandoned.
The sonexed circular explains the matter. The sub-
soription, it is stated, * was almost universal in the srmy
of the Potomae, but the pressure from the War Depart-
ment waa 8o atrong agminst it that it had to be suspended.
Gen. Meade headed the list with tweoty dollars, a hand
sume 1 ubseriptin."”
CIRCULAR,

The object of the proposed testimonial from the army
of the Potowsso to Major General McCiellan having been
wisconstrued, and the proceeding being considered as
contrary to army regulstions, it 14 deemed proper, for
these reasons, by many who have united 1n it, to proceed
no further in the matier.

8 ptember 24, 1663

By the way, we, in common with our sontemporaries
published on Wedneaday a telegraphic despatet from Phila.
delphin, stating that Gen. MeClellan had arrived in that city
on & visit o his. mother, and was e mplimented with &
erensde on Tuesday wight, for which ha returned his
thanks in & neat nddress. Our readers will pleass to a0 far
corroot that despatoh as to omit the '‘nest addrees,” aa
we porceive by the Philsdelphia papers that the General

was absent from his mother's residence at the time of the
serenade, of which fact she duly informed his friends-
The repur er, we suppo-o, hearing of the serenade, took
1t for granted that u speech followed the compliment,

GENERALS IN THE NEXI CONGRESS.
The following-named officara will, it is stated, leave the

¢ | army on the 1at of December to take their seats in the

United States House of Repressntatives : Gen. Robert C.
ﬂenhenel, third distriet, Obio ; Gen. Jobn A Garfield, nine-
teouth distriot, Obio ; Gen. Ebenczor Damont, sixth dis-

trier, tuduwna; Gen. Green Clay Smith, sixth district,
Missours;

tatives on the 12th of January, 1848, Mr. Lincoln
stated that for a season he had abstained from ex-
pressing any opinion ‘as to whether or not the
war was justly commenced on the part of the Pre-
sident of the United States,”” and he added that
he would have continued to do so “ were it not
that the President himself and some of his friends
would not permit those to be silent who wished to
be so upon that question.” Mr. Lincola then pro-
ceeded to explain that ““every silent vote given in
favor of supplies for the war’’ had been construed by
the President and bis friepds into ““an approval
of his conduoct in the commencement of it, and of
his mode of prosecuting the war,” and that there-
fore men who might otherwise bave been willing
to remain silent were “ compelled in jusiice to
themselves to speak out and prevent, if pessible,
this kiad of misrepresentation.”” Ile thereupon
proceeded to criticise, with much severity, the
statements contained in the message of President
Polk as communicated to Congress, without seem-
ing to be aware thut in controverting the positions
or policy of the President he was giviog any “aid
or comfort to the enemy,” though this was a charge
which Mr. Polk did not hesitate to bring agsinst
all dissentients from the dominant policy of the
Admipistration then charged with the conduct of

the war ‘
Tustead of fullowing blindly the lead of the
Aduwinistration of President Pork in a time of
war, Mr. LincoLN rather conceived it to be his
duty as » patiiot to addrcss the President in the
subjoined style of eloqueut adjuration and indig-
nant protest. We quote from the Congressional
Globe of the first session Thirtieth Congress, page
156 : )
“He (Mr. 1incoLN) now declared here, that if by
party zeal, if by listeniog to representations which were
erroncous, he had been induced to suppose what was not
true in relation to t! i« Mexican settlement east of the Kio
Gran'e; if the President would eome forward frankly aud
give them facts, not srguments, rememberivg trat he sits
whers Washing'on sat, and answering as Weshing on
would have naswered—remembering that n nation should
not be evaded, that the aAlmighty wou'd ot be—and
would show that be sent the army smeng a pecp'e ae
knowledging allegiance to us on the wastern bank of (he
Rio Ginnde—it be would show this by facts, he (Mr L.)
wou'd bs most happy to reverse his vote. He would go
the other way—wou'd go with hiw.
“ But il he could not, or would not ; if on any prlr-lvmm
or no pretence he refused to do it, he (Mr. L.) a'ou'd then
be fully convineed, of what he more "hmt lufjwct--d. that
the President was deeply conscious of being in the wroug
in this matter; that he felt the blood of this war, like the
blood of Abel, was erying frow the ground against bim;
that originally he must bave hnd sowe s trong motive—
what 1t was be would not now stop to inquire—ior in-
volving the two countries in war; that, baving that mo-
tive, he had trusted to avoid the seruting of his nwin eon-
duet by directing the attention of the oution, by fixing the
pulilm eye upon thilitary glory—that rainbow that ris-s in
showers of blood, that serpent’s eye that charms but to
destroy; and thus caloulating, bad pluoged into this war, {
until, disappoinied as to the ease by which Mexico eould
ba subdued,'be fuund himsell at last he knew not where,

« Whoever earefully examined this last meseage wonld
find that, like one in the balf insane excitement ol
fevered drenw, in one place the President said that Mexi-
oo has nothing but land; fn auother part, he exosecls to
support the army by wilitary ocontributions. And. agmn,
that the war is waged for the good of Mexico, to prevent
foreign interforence; that it is for the honer of the natim,
and particularly for seeurity for the tuture. In ancther
place, that, with the exeepuion of territorial indemnity,
there is no ohj-et for the war; and, alter saying this, he
proposes that we should take by net of Uongresw all he
naked for indemnity last fall, and the whole provines of
California besides; take sll, scoording 1o his own stufe
meut, that we are fighting for, and wiill to fighton! 1t
that was really all he wanted, why did it not oceur to i
that when we bad got it we should stop?  He talked like
an iovans man.  He did not propose to give Mexico any |
eredit at all for the country we bad alresdy congueced;
he propossd to tuke more than be asked lust full, nir | not
give her nny credit, but to fight on.

“In another place we are told that we must have in-

— e

pendence of Mexico is to be maintsined: How to ba
waintained atier we own ull her territory T How are wo
to keep ’® the nstionnl iudependence,” the separate ex-
istence of Mexizo, sfter wa have taken ull har territory ?
And 1 st it should ba thought by some that b was talking
in a epeculative and not o practical point, he would say
that the President pmrunod. as appesed from looking at
the map, thut we should take slmost one-half of the Mexi-
oan territory; that was the nnsettled half, which was eer-
twinly worth m re than the settled half  Tn the unsettled
part we could establish lard offices, sell the lande, and in-
troduce wn Amenecan population into tha country. Bub
when we camn to take the other half, the land alresdy ba-
longed to individusls, and we could deriva ligtle benefit
fromit; for be believed it was not proposed to kill the
Mexican population, to drive them out, to coufiseate theie
lands nod their property, or to winke them slaves. How,
Ihﬂn_, could wa r!uriva any benefit from the densaly settled
portion? And if we were already entitled to the best
balf, how msieh longer shou'd we prosecute ths war befors
we should be entitled to the worst hali? The guestion,
‘hup, was not a speeulative, but a pruetical question. press-
ing elose upon us; sod vet the Presideut seemed never to
have thought of it at all!

*“ Then, sgnin, 1n relation to the mode of prosecuting the
war, or of securing peace, tha message declared that
we wera to prosecute it more vigorous'y, ustil at last
it dropped down in a sort of desponding tone, and told
us that the coutinusl success of our arms sy fail to sa-
cure s ritisfactory pence, and perhaps 'we may wheedle
‘he Mexican people to throw ff their rulers and adopt our
Government.  And then it couc'udes that we may fuil in
this, sod goes buck to the wd thing, aud recommends n
wore vigorous prosecution of the war, which it was ad-
witted might fail to seenre the end desired.

*“In sl this the Precident rhowed bimse!f diseatisfiad
with the couvelusiona be had sssumed. He took up one
Auggestion, und tried to argue us juto it, but argued him-
self out of it; he then took up another, and went through
the same process, and returned to the firs ; showing him-
sell dissntsfied with a!l, and appearing lLike s man onn
hot ghovel, finding no place on which he could astile down.

“ Apain, in relation to the terminaiion of the war, the
Prosident nowhere, if he had read the message right, inti-
wuted sy opinion as to when this war would eome to an
end. 1t did not seem to bave oceurred fo bim to say any
thing about thut. Now, if he remembered right, General
Scott was thrown in‘o disfuvor, if not into disgrace, by
the same Adwministration for intimsting, when the war com-
meneed, that peace could not be conguered in less than four
or five months. 1t was now more than twenty months before -
this lnet messnge wus written ; it had been prosecuted most
vigorous'y ; officers and wen bud done wll that it was
tbought men could do, and bundreds of things naver be-
fore dreamed of ; aud the President, who was so impatient
at o veteran officer for having expressed the opinjion that
it would take at least four or five months, came to Con-
gress with & long aud elaborate message, in which he did
uot eveu express an imsgioary eonception of his own as to
wheun it would terminate! How is this 7 Was it not true,
s he said before, that Mr, Po'k was lost—that he did not
koow where he was, that he did not know what to do?
He was not satisfied with -any position. He forgot to
txkn up tha ponts that arose most obviously out of what
he did suy. All this weut to ahow that he was most com-
pletely bewildered, und he (Mr Lineoln) should be most
bappy to be ussured thst there was not something abou thia
conscionee thal was more barassing thau sll his mental
perplexities "

A CORRECTION.

We observe that several of our conlemporaries have
fallen into & grave misapprebension in regard to the argu-
ment wade by Postmaster General BLair at the Rockville
meetir g, held on Baturdey last; sud as our own reprodue-
tiou of his apeech on that occasion shared the typographi-
esl errors from which this misapprehension has sprung,
we think it just, as well to our readers as to Mr. Biair,
that the proper eorrection should be made in the report of
hia remarks, 1o the end that the logie of his argument
should not be impaired by the wistakes of the press. Thers
are ulio rome minor typographieal blunders, which '
the intelligence of the carsful readec will enable him to
detect nnd correct.

It will be remymbered that in unveiliog the pretext or
secret motive for orguwating what he ealls the * abolition
programme of converting Btates into Territories and
enrrying them back into eolonial bondage, to take law
from Congress,” he is reported to have spoken as follows:
** Now, what is the pietext for sbandening this safe and
besliog pol ey of the President! 8o far 1t has worked
well, und secursd the approbation of all well-wisbers of
the country, The sbolition programme shows sumewhat of
the mitive ‘or eonverting 8'ates into Territories and carry-
ing them baek into dolonisl bondag, to take law from Con-
gress without represontaiion  The ressons sssigned are
‘wlavery (anys the programme) is impossible withia the
exclusive juredietion of the National Government. For
many yenrs I have had this convietion, and have constan’-
ly waintaived it T am glad to believe that it is impossi-
ble, if not expressad in the Chicago platform. Mr. Chase,
smong other public men, is known to scocept 1t sinceraly.
Thus slavery in the Terntories is unconstitutionsal ; but 1f
the robel territory falls under the exelusive jurisd.ction of
the National Government, then «lavery will bs impossible
the o. In m legal and eonsti utional sense it will die at
onee. The sir will be too pure for a slave. 1 cuaunot
doubt but that th s great triumph bas been alrendy won.
The mwoment that the States fell 8 avery fell also; so that,
without sny proclamntion of the President, slavery haa
ceased to hevo a legal or constitutionsl existence 10 every
rebel State,"”

Frum the error of the reporter or of the printer, in giv »
ing curreucy to this parsgresph, it would seem that Mr.
Bleir was spenking in his own person after the brief cita-
tion wade from the * programme,” indieated by the quota-
tioh marks which embrace Lhe words “ slavery is impos-
aible within the exelusiva jurisdietion of the National Gov-
ernment,’” wheeens, in pomt of fact, the quotation marks
should embrace all that follows these words in the para-
graph as above printed. The readers of Mr. Sumver's
elsborale article in the last number of the Atlantie
Monthly ou " Our Domestic Relations” will recognise
all of the abovecited sentences, in addition to that
whose origin is indieatad, to be guoted from Mr. Bum-
ner's paper.  The whols parsgraph as found in that
paper s in the fllowing worls, which were ciled
by the Pust nueter Goueral werely an giviog the assigned
© euwidecations of resson and expediency' for adopiing
the policy in question. To this effect Mr. Sumner writes:
“ Al the close of an argument already too long drawn

oub, Lehnll ot stop te array the considerations ol reason
aud expediency in bebinif of this jurisdiction ; nor shall I

dwell on the inevioable influenes that it must exercise over

sluvery, which w the motive of the rebellion. To my mind

nothing con be clearer, as & proposition of constitutional

luw, than that every where within the exelusive juriedic-

tim of the Natwnal Gorernmert slavery is impossible.

Fho argument is ws b ief s it s unanswerable. Slavery

i# %0 odiiis that it enn exist only by virtue of positive law,

plain nud unequivoeal ; but no such words ean be fouud in

the Conatitut on.  Therefore, slavery & impossible within

theexelusive jurisdiction of the National Guverument. For

many years I bive had this conviotioa, and have constantly

waintaioed it. T am glad to believe that it is implied, 1f

uot expressed, in the Chicago platform. Mr. Chase, among

our publie wen, is known to accept it sinoerely. Thus

alovery in the Territories I8 unecunstitutional; but if the

rebel territory falls under the exclusive jurisdiction of the

Nati nal Government, then slavery will be impossible

there.  Inm logal and constitutional sense it will die st

ones. The alr will be too pure for a slave. I canvot doubt

that this great trivmph has been already won. The mo-

meut that the States fell, slavery fell also ; so that, even

withont suy proclamation of the President, slavery had

censed to have a legal aud eonstitutionsl existence in every

rabe! State.” .
These words were quoted by Mr. Blair for the purposs
he indicates—that 1a, us giving the crigin and motive ot the
pritey be depreeates.  As n supporter of *“the poliey of
the Presidect,” be does pot Lold that the so-ealled Seceded
Stutes ever ** fell,” any more than be holdas that the Presi-
dent’s * proclumation of freedom” was a superfluity, as it
must be deemed, if without it and belore it alavery, by the
A of the Siates, * had ceased to have a legal sud con-
stitubtivunl « xistenos in every rebel State.”

Brig. Gen, Sherman, who lost & leg at the siege of Port

demnity for the expenses of the war. It was strange
that it did not ocour to the President that it would be a
little diffionlt to get indrmoity sfier the expsnwes hnd |

whe bhad nothing but Isnd, the Presideat tol | us, nod, sficr
we have got all 1hat, whiere is the indewnity !

Kentucky ; Gen. Ben. F. Loan, seventh distriot,

| “Tho Prosident says, sgain, thab tho national inde-

- e

transcended in wmeunt the whole value of bor terri ory. |

: na- 'l! ‘!l#_‘m.-‘, -

Hudsow, hun nenrly recovered.  He in still at Newport,
aid 18 abls to hobble about the streets by the use of
orutehes,

,1b.in eatumated that six thoussod persous h:n ascendod
Mouuy Washington (N, H.) duciog jhe presonj seasol,

o |




